Abstract: Present study was conducted during [2010][2011][2012] 
Collection
Different spots in visited localities were selected such as, field crops, orchards, residential areas, lawns of the houses, grazing fields, under logs, among rocks, valleys, mountain peaks. Carabid beetles were collected with the help of pitfall traps. Large plastic pots of different sizes with smooth steep sides were used as traps. Holes were digged in the soil in such a way that the rim of the pots remains at the ground surface level. In pitfall traps tomato ketchup was used to attract and to catch the beetles, fallen beetles were taken out and washed with warm water to clean them.
Killing and Preservation
Beetles were thereafter killed by placing them in Cyanide bottle for 6 hours. Collected specimens were brought to the entomological laboratory where they were stretched through specially made non-corrosive insect pins, after 24 hours dried specimens were transferred in the wooden entomological boxes and naphthalene balls and camphor crystals were mounted in them. Identified specimens are kept in Entomological laboratory, Faculty of Agriculture, University of Azad Jammu and Kashmir. Collection, stretching, pinning, labeling and preservation methods were followed after [20] .
Identification
The collected specimens were identified up to the species level by following taxonomic literature of [21] , [22] . Identified specimens were further confirmed by comparing them with reference housed collection of National Insect Museum, National Agricultural Research Centre, Islamabad, Pakistan. Relative percentage abundance for species of the family was also calculated.
III. Results and Disscussions
Total collected specimens comprising of five species under three genera of three subfamilies. The subfamilies explored were Licininae, Carabinae and Brachininae. In sub-family Licininae, three species belonging to one genus (Chlaenius) were collected, under sub-family Carabinae and Brachininae one species under each genus Carabus and Pheropsophus was collected. The relative percentage abundance of the sub-families of Carabidae was calculated from each locality of the district Poonch (Table. I). Description Colour black rather dull, head narrow and smooth in front, surface finally wrinkled, eyes prominent, tooth of the mentum triangular; pro thorax slightly transverse, convex and wider than the head, elytra elongate and oval in shape extending up to the tip of abdomen. Elytra with irregular pits apex not finely granulate, pro tarsi undiluted; average body length 35mm. 
Sub-family Carabinae

Sub-family Brachininae
Description
Mouth parts hypognathous, tooth of the mentum normal, antennae length up to 11mm, eyes prominent, head and thorax of same size; prothorax widened interiorly with a median line, pro legs and meso legs are of same size, femur more robust and stout, elytra black with three yellow bands, no pits on elytra, elytra reaching up to third last segment of the abdomen; average body length 19mm. 
Sub-family Licininae
Genus: Chlaenius
Description
Tooth of the mentum triangular, antennae 5.5 mm long; thorax wider than head and with out median line, colour of legs yellow, hind pair of leg larger than pro leg in size, elytra reaching up to the tip of abdomen with regular intervals; body flat, size ranging from 9-9.5 mm. 
Chlaenius quadricolar
Description
Tooth of the mentum triangular; thorax wider and longer than head, femur wide and robust with legs having pale yellow colouration, elytra reaching to the tip of abdomen with regular intervals, yellow bands on the tip of both elytra; body colour observed to be bright green, body size 19 mm.
Sub-family Licininae yielded highest percentage however sub-family Brachininae yielded lowest percentage. Relative percentage abundance of species from each locality was also prepared and Carabus caschmirensis yielded highest and Chlaenius hamifer yielded lowest percentage. Among these species the most abundant species was Carabus caschmirensis (37%) followed by Chlaenius quadricolar (27%), Pheropsophs sobrinus (13%), Chlaenius laticollis (12%), and then Chlaenius hamifer (8%). Carabid species diversity was higher in peak summer, found abundant in samples taken from litter and agricultural fields while lowest in areas near constructions. Carabid bettles considered as bio control agent of different crop pests and polyphagus on wide variety of plants [23] , [24] , [25] . During our study carabid collected from the agricultural fields have very low weed infestation due to their predation on weed seeds [26] intercropping enhance the beneficial role of carabid bettles. [27] suggested that carabid bettles are evaluated as potential control agent of economically important arthropods in forest and agricultural ecosystems.
IV. Conclusions
From these results it is inferred that further entomological investigations of carabid bettles can be conducted by using different sampling methods for the description of their ecological services as bio control agent and predatory status, their feeding behavior and abundance of species from study area. 
